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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Non-Final action is responsive to the restriction requirement with elected claims 1-21 without traverse 
by applicant & IDS filed on March 21 , 2005. 

2. Claims 1-21 are pending. Claims 1 and 14 are independent claims. Claims 22-34 were subjected to 
restriction requirement. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on March 21 , 2005 has been entered, and considered 
by the examiner. 

Drawings 

4. The Drawings filed on 1 1/12/03 have been approved. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

5. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, 
or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

6. Regarding independent claims 1 and 14, which describes a system but fails to include any hardware 
components used with the system. Therefore the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject 
matter, appropriate corrections are required. 

Regarding Dependant claims 2-13, are rejected because they inherit the deficiencies of claim 1. 
Regarding Dependant claims 15-21, are rejected because they inherit the deficiencies of claim 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the 
rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this 
country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 
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8. Claims 1 , 3, 13-14, 16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Microsoft (NPL— 
Make Web Pages Available for Offline Viewing. August 24, 2001 , pgs 1-3). 

Regarding Independent claims 1 and 14, Microsoft discloses a system comprising a Save As Multiple 
Files (SAMF) module configured to save an active file as multiple new files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2, wherein a 
save operation includes saving the current active web page as multiple new files that include graphics, 
frames and style sheets associated with the web page by saving as a complete web page). 

Regarding Dependent claims 3 and 16, Microsoft discloses a file-type-determining module operative to 
detennlne a file format associated with the active file (pg 2/3, paragraph 2, wherein saving the web page as 
a complete web page includes a file type determining module to save the multiple files such as the graphics, 
frames and style sheets associated with the active web page). 

Regarding Dependent claim 13, with dependency of claim 1 , Microsoft discloses wherein the SAMF 
module comprises logic stored in a memory that is executed by a processor (pg 2/3. paragraph 2, wherein 
logic is stored in memory for performing the save operation as a complete web page which is executed by 
the processor to cause multiple files of the web page to be saved with a single save operation). 

Regarding Dependent claim 16, with dependency of claim 14, Microsoft discloses determining a file format 
corresponding to the active file (pg 2/3, paragraph 2, wherein saving as a complete web page includes 
determining the file format of the active web page which also saves multiple flies In their respective formats 
that are all associated with the active web page). 

Regarding Dependent claim 19, with dependency of claim 14, Microsoft discloses prompting a user to 
select at least one of the following: a file format, a filename, and a location for each of the multiple new files 
(pg 2/3, paragraph 2, wherein the user is prompted for a filename). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth 
in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identicaliy disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject nnatter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 2 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Microsoft (NPL— Make 
Web Pages Available for Offline Viewing, August 24. 2001 . pgs 1-3) in view of Jbrimm (NPL— Multiple file formats, 
Sep 2002. nnforums. pgs 1-3). 

Regarding Dependent claim 2, with dependency of claim 1 , Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. However Jbrimm discloses a SAMF-request-receiving module operative to receive a 
request to initiate a SAMF operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2, wherein Jbrimm suggests multiple file save 
operation). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include 
a save as multiple file operation. The motivation for doing so would have been to automatically save the 
active file as a complete web page that includes multiple files with one save operation thereby saving time. 

Regarding Dependent claim 15, with dependency of claim 14, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. However Jbrimm discloses prompting a user to select file parameters for the multiple new 
files (pg 1/3, paragraph 2, wherein Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation). At the time of the invention 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to present multiple file parameters for the 
multiple new files associated with the active web page. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
allow the user to save the files associated with the complete web page in multiple formats thereby 
associating each file type with the proper application thereby avoiding errors when reopening the file. 

11. Claims 4-12, 17-18 and 20- 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Microsoft 
(NPL— Make Web Pages Available for Offline Viewing, August 24, 2001 , pgs 1-3) in view of Jbrimm (NPL— Multiple 
file formats, Sep 2002, nnforums, pgs 1-3) further in view of. CTL (NPL— Saving files, August 10, 2000, pgs 1-8). 

Regarding Dependent claim 4, with dependency of claim 1, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches a fite-parameter-prompting 
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module operative to present text file parameters to a user (pg 2/8, paragraph 1 , wherein text file parameters 
are presented to the user. Parameters such as file name, type and encoding associated with the file). At the 
time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the presentation 
of text file parameters. The motivation for doing so would have been to indicate the default file name and 
supported file fonnats, thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 5, with dependency of claim 1 , Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches a file-parameter-prompting 
module operative to present image file parameters to a user, the image file parameters corresponding to a 
file format associated with the active file (pg 5/8, paragraph 4, wherein the Active file being saved is a 
WordPerfect file type and includes an associated image). At the time of the invention it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the presentation of image parameters associated with the 
active file. The motivation for doing so would have been to indicate the supported application by displaying 
the image associated with the application group thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claims 6 and 17, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that saves an active web 
page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a SAMF operation. 
Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails to explicitly show 
the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches wherein the file-parameter-prompfmg module 
comprises an image-file-parameter-presenting module operative to present the image file parameters to the 
user when the file-type-detenmining module determines that the active file is an image file (pg 5/8. paragraph 
4). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the 
presentation of image parameters associated with the active file. The motivation for doing so would have 
been to indicate the supported application by displaying the image associated with the application group 
thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claims 7 and 18, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that saves an active web 
page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a SAMF operation. 
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Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails to explicitly show 
the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches wherein a text-file-parameter-presenting 
module operative to present the text file parameters to the user when the file-type-determining module 
detemiines that the active file is a text file (pg 2/8, paragraph 1). At the time of the invention it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the presentation of text file parameters. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to indicate the default file name and supported file formats, thereby 
preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 8, with dependency of claim 5, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches wherein an image file 
parameter selection-receiving module operative to receive the image file parameter selections from the user 
(pg 5/8, paragraph 4). At the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include the presentation of image parameters associated with the active file. The motivation for doing 
so would have been to Indicate the supported application by displaying the image associated with the 
application group thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 9, with dependency of claim 5, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches wherein a text file 
parameter selection-receiving module operative to receive the text file parameter selections from the user 
(pg 2/8, paragraph 1). At the time of the Invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to Include the presentation of text file parameters. The motivation for doing so would have been to 
indicate the default file name and supported file formats, thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 10, with dependency of claim 5, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3. paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
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to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user CTL teaches wherein the file-parameter- 
prompting module comprises: a same-file-format-adding module operative to add to the image file 
parameters presented by the image-file-param^ter-presenting module additional image file parameters 
having the same file format as a selected image file format (pg 5/8, paragraph 4). At the time of the invention 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the presentation of image parameters 
associated with the active file. The motivation for doing so would have been to indicate the supported 
application by displaying the image associated with the application group thereby preventing an error when 
retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 11, with dependency of claim 5, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches wherein the file-parameter- 
prompting module further comprises: a same-file-format-adding module operative to add to the text file 
parameters presented by the text-file-parameter-presenting module additional text file parameters having the 
same file fonnat as a selected text file format (pg 2/8, paragraph 1). At the time of the invention it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the presentation of text file parameters. The 
motivation for doing so would have been to indicate the default file name and supported file formats, thereby 
preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 12, with dependency of claim 5, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
'saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches a profile-processing module 
in communication with the file-parameter-prompting module, the profile-processing module comprising a 
profile-saving module that enables the user to save a profile of the user's file parameter selections on a 
profile memory that is operative to save a plurality of profiles (pg 2/8, paragraph 1 ). At the time of the 
invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the presentation of text file 
parameters. The motivation for doing so would have been to indicate the default file name and supported file 
formats, thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 
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Regarding Dependent claim 20, with dependency of claim 15, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3, paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm fails 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user CTL teaches wherein the means for 
prompting enables the user to select at least two new files with the same file format (pg 2/8, paragraph 1). At 
the time of the invention it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include the 
presentation of text file parameters. The motivation for doing so would have been to Indicate the default file 
name and supported file formats, thereby preventing an error when retrieving a file. 

Regarding Dependent claim 21, with dependency of claim 15, Microsoft discloses a save as operation that 
saves an active web page as multiple files (pg 2/3. paragraph 2). However Microsoft fails to explicitly teach a 
SAMF operation. Jbrimm suggests multiple file save operation (pg 1/3, paragraph 2). However Jbrimm falls 
to explicitly show the presentation of text file parameters to a user. CTL teaches prompting enables the user 
to select at least two new files with the same file format (pg 2/8, paragraph 1 ). At the time of the invention it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to save a profile associated with the multiple file 
save operation. The motivation for doing so would have been to allow the user to access a listing of previous 
multiple file parameter savings thereby saving time. 

It is noted that any citation [[s]] to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art references and 
any interpretation of the references should not be 'considered to be limiting in any way. A reference is 
relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one 
having ordinary skill in the art, [[See, MPEP 2123]] . 

Conclusion 
References Cited 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

• Schoenzeit et al. (U.S. 5,619,624) discloses "Apparatus For Selecting A Rasterizer Processing 
Order For A Plurality Of Graphic Image Files" 

• NPL (IconFactory. IconBuilder 2 [Quickly Save in Multiple Formats], pgs 1-7) 
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• NPL (Johnson, Photoshop CS2's Secret Hidden Image Processor, pgs 1-6) 

• NPL (InformlT. Photoshop [Batch Process Photo with Image Processor], pgs 1-3) 

• NPL (UltraShareware, Active Image Processing Software, pgs 1-2) 

• NPL (Sivakumar, Cdocument::DoSave revealed, pgs 1-4 ) 

• NPL (Kelby, The PhotoShop CS 2 Book for digital Photographers, pgs 1-9) 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Manglesh M. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-5937. The examiner can nonnally be reached on M. W 
6 am-3 pm T, TH 6 am-2pm, Fr 9am-6pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Stephen S. 
Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application Information 
Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or 
Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Manglesh M. Patel 
Patent Examiner 
February 3. 2007 
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